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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

1. Regarding claims 1 and 10, the phrase "should be automatically added" in the 
phrase "corresponding definition identifies zero or more others of said object types that 
should be automatically created and added to the directory whenever said given object 
type is added to the directory" renders the claim(s) indefinite because the claim(s) 
include(s) elements not actually disclosed (those encompassed by "should"), thereby 
rendering the scope of the claim(s) unascertainable. See MPEP § 2173.05(d). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the claims under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various claims was commonly owned 
at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary Applicant is 
advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim 
that was not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 

PPo S i de !i!]f f PP |icabilit y of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a). 

2. Claims 1-2, 4-10 and 12-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Fu et al. (U.S. Publication 2003/0028752, hereafter "Fu") and in view 
of Schneck et al. (U.S. Patent 6,208,986, hereafter "Schneck"). 
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As per Claims 1 and 10, Fu teaches the following: 
"a template to define the directory comprising one or more definitions 
corresponding to one or more object types, wherein for a given one of said 
object types, said corresponding definition identifies zero or more others of 
said object types that should be automatically created and added to the 
directory whenever said given object type is added to the directory" at Figs. 5, 6 and 8, 
steps 809-833, and Pages 2, [0020]-[0025] where template(s) is utilized for accessing 
structural information of a directory tree, attributes and values, and verifying the 
attributes and adding the constructed entry to the directory information at the destination 


"creating an object of said given type" at Fig. 8, step 813 and Page 5, [0058] where 
specific object is created; 

"adding said object of said given type to the directory" at Fig. 8, step 819 and Page 5, 
[0053]-[0054] where object is constructed into the directory tree; 
"automatically creating zero or more objects of said others of said object types" at Fig. 
8, the cycle of steps 813-823-833-813 for automatically creating more objects; and 
"adding said zero or more objects to the directory" at Fig. 8, the cycle of steps 813-823- 
833-813 for automatically creating and adding more objects. 

Fu does not specifically teach "creating a template", though Fu teaches reading and 
writing templates as described earlier. 

However, Schneck teaches creating a template at Fig. 2, elements 208, 210 and 214, 
and col. 4, lines 25-28 where a module which creates and update template files. 


location; 
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It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention was made to combine Schneck's reference with Fu's by creating 
template files, instead of using default ones, for the directory management because 
both references are directed to directory mapping, insertion and management by using 
template and the combination of references would have been able to allow the users of 
Fu's system to dynamically link directory with template for managing directory with more 
flexibility. 

As per Claim 2, Fu teaches "zero or more objects of said others of said object types 
are added as children to said object of said given type in the directory" at Page 3, [0040] 
where a child object (element 107) is added to the parent "ou=employee". 

As per Claims 4 and 12, Fu teaches "one or more definitions comprise one or more 
attributes" at Fig. 5 where a set of AttributeValuePairs, such as lines 502-504, 505-515, 
516-525 and 526-528 are shown. 

As per Claims 5 and 13, Fu teaches "one or more attributes have values" at Fig. 5 
where <values> entries are shown inside the AttributeValuePair at 505-51 5. 

As per Claim 6, Fu teaches "selecting one of said definitions that corresponds to said 
given type of said object that is created" at Fig. 8, steps 809 and 81 1 where attribute 
names to be inserted are requested and replied, and "reading said zero or more others 
of said object types from said selected definition" at Fig. 8, the cycle of steps 813-823- 
833-813 for reading more objects. 

As per Claim 7, Fu teaches "template is created using a markup language" at Page 4, 
[0044]-[0045]. 
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As per Claim 8, Fu teaches "markup language is one or more of the following: 
an extensible markup language; and a generalized markup language. " at Page 4, 
[0044]-[0045]. 

As per Claim 9, Fu teaches "markup language is the Extensible Markup Language" at 
Page 4, [0044]-[0045]. 

As per Claim 14, Fu teaches the following: 
"template to provide one or more instruction on how to manage the directory"; creating 
at least one of the entries" at Fig. 3 where a template providing instructions for 
connecting to LDAP for further LDAP management; and 

"adding said at least one entry to the directory in accordance with at least one of said 
instructions" at Fig. 3, line 323 where a template providing instruction for adding an 
entry. 

Fu does not specifically teach "creating a template", though Fu teaches reading and 
writing templates as described earlier. 

However, Schneck teaches creating a template at Fig. 2, elements 208, 210 and 214, 
and col. 4, lines 25-28 where a module which creates and update template files. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention was made to combine Schneck's reference with Fu's by creating 
template files, instead of using default ones, for the directory management because 
both references are directed to directory mapping, insertion and management by using 
template and the combination of references would have been able to allow the users of 
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Fu's system to dynamically link directory with template for managing directory with more 
flexibility. 

As per Claim 15, Fu teaches "deleting said at least one entry from the directory in 
accordance with said instruction" at Page 1, [0012] by describing LDAP operation where 
deleting entry is included. 

As per Claim 16, Fu teaches "one or more instructions comprise one or more 
definitions corresponding to one or more entry types wherein for a given one of said 
entry types, said corresponding definition identifies zero or more of said entries that 
must be added to the directory whenever an entry of said given type is added to the 
directory" at Fig. 3 where a template providing instructions for connecting to LDAP for 
further LDAP management and at Fig. 8, the cycle of steps 813-823-833-813 for adding 
more objects as identified. 

3. Claims 3 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fu 
et al. (U.S. Pub. 2003/0028752, hereafter "Fu") and in view of Schneck et al. (U.S. 
Patent 6,208,986, hereafter "Schneck"), as applied to Claims 1-2, 4-10 and 12-16, and 
further in view of Sanchez II et al. (U.S. Pub. 2002/0147857, hereafter "Sanchez"). 

As per Claim 3, the Schneck-Fu combined reference teaches using template to 
manage directory as described in Item 2. 

The combined reference does not specifically teach "object types are Java object 
types". 

However, Sanchez teaches mapping java objects into LDAP at the Abstract, lines 9- 
13. 
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It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention was made to combine Sanchez's reference with Schneck-Fu's by 
including java objects into the LDAP directory because by doing so the object-oriented 
programming application could have been stored in a LDAP directory such that useful 
information, such as persistent attribute values, may be read and written from and into 
the LDAP repository and the full benefits of persistency could have been realized to 
programming applications. 

Conclusions 

4. The prior art made of record 

A. U.S. Publication 2003/0028752 

B. U.S. Patent 6,208,986 

C. U.S. Publication 2002/0147857 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

D. U.S. Publication 2003/0097355 

E. U.S. Patent 6,195,696 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kuen S Lu whose telephone number is 703-305-4894. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8 AM to 5 PM, Monday through Friday. 
If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Breene can be reached on 703-305-9790. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-3900. 


Kuen S. Lu 
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